

by Tom Bethell 

- — - ■ " ‘ 

A major conclusion of They’ve 
Killed the President!* by Robert Sam 
Anson, and The Assassinations: Dallas 
<wd Beyond** edited by Peter Dale 
Scott, Paul H. Hoch, and Russell 
Statler, two new books dealing with 
the assassination of John F. Kennedy, 
is that the investigation should be 
reopened. That seems like a good idea. 

A year ago, when I wrote “Was Sirhan 
Sirhan on the Grassy Knoll?” {The 
Washington Monthly , March 1975), 
the subject didn t seem to merit much 
more than ridicule, but in the last year 
so many lies have been told, so many 
"cover-ups” have been perpetrated, so 
many innuendos have been “docu- 
mented * with footnotes, and we have, 
in some quarters, witnessed such a 
degradation of our intellectual life, 

* Bantam Books, 1975. 

** Random House/Vintage, 1976. 

Tom Betheil is an tdicor o/The Washington large measure by' the" Government 
MontWy - Printing Office, in the form of 26 






tnat the time has clearly come to dras 
the whole thing out into as public a 
forum as possible. 

The lies, the cover-ups and the 
footnoted innuendos have come from 
the critics of the Warren 
Commission— those assassinologists 
and conspiratorial is ts who have per- 
ceived an ever-enlarging conspiracy 
spreading outwards like an ugly stain 
from the events in Dallas on Novem- 
ber 22, 1963. 

First, in 1964, there was the War- 
ren Commission’s report, whose cen- 
tral findings were that Lee Harvey 
Oswald shot President Kennedy alone 
and unaided. Evidently there was, and 
still is, something highly dissatisfying 
to the public mind about these find- 
ings, so that within two years a 
number of books began to appear 
challenging them. The source material 
for these criticisms wns fnmUWi 
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volumes of testimony and exhibits A 
further treasure trove of documents 

{"**?* d j^ gent conspiratorialist 
in the National Archives, where thick 
volumes of FBI and Secret Service 
reports were available for anyone who 
walked in off the street. Some docu- 
ments were “classified,” however, 
which meant that they were not made 
available to researchers. 

Soon enough, the conspiratorialists 
got to work: Cover-up! cried Mark 
Lane, who has made a career for 
himself by using Warren Commission 
material to accuse the Warren Com- 
mission of covering up the truth about 
the assassination. Cover-up! cried Jim 
Garrison, the district attorney of Or- 
leans Parish, who launched a new 
investigation of his own, an investiga- 
tion predicated upon the fact that Lee 
° v swald s P e nt the summer of 
IV 6 d in New Orleans and mav have 
there made acquaintances who' assist- 
ed him in shooting the President. 
Cover-up! cned perhaps 20 other 
conspiracy-seekers. 

I was in charge of-Gamson’s “Ar- 
chives throughout this 
investigation-his research man, so to 
speak-and so I was well placed to 
observe the course of his investigation 
As is by now perhaps well known. 
Garrison did nothing to disturb the 
Warren Commission’s central findings. 
Garrison did allege that Lee Harvey 
Oswald had entered into a conspiracy 
with two men, David Ferrie and Clay 
Shaw, and after Ferrie and Oswald 
were both dead Shaw was charged 
with conspiracy to assassinate the 
President; he was acquitted two years 
later, and all serious, or even half-way 
serious, students of the case agree that 
Shaw was, in fact, innocent. No credi- 
ble evidence ever existed that any two 
of Garrison’s three alleged conspira- 
tor even knew one another. I think it 
can honestly be said that Garrison did 
not turn up one scrap of information 
relevant to the assassination not al- 
ready known to the FBI or Warren 
Commission. 

A personal recollection may per- 
haps be illuminating here. Garrison 



would make public statements saying 
what a ‘fraud” the Warren Commis- 
b een > but this is not what 
those ot us actually engaged in the 
investigation thought. I can well re- 
member ^ discussions with Louis Ivon 
Garrison’s chief investigator, and 
James Aleock, his chief trial assistant. 
What astounded (and appalled) us was 
that we were unable to find one 
person in New Orleans who had 
known Oswald and who had not been 
interviewed by the FBI, and inter- 
viewed within about a week of the 
assassination. The trouble was that 
Garrison and others (myself included) 
had come to the conclusion that the 
Warren Report was a pushover as a 
result ot reading Mark Lane’s Rush to 
Judgement and Harold Weisberg’s 
Whitewash series, and other similar 
books. In these books there was no 
hint that the Commission’s work had 
been so extensive. The revelation 
when it came, as it slowly but surely 
id, was privately demoralizing to 
Gamson’s staff. But not, I think, to 
Garmon himself, who lived in a world 
ot his own and was blithely unaware 
ot any such concern by his aides. I’ll 
never forget one day Garrison had 
gone on television and said that Lee 
Harvey Oswald was innocent. This did 
nothing to help our case against Clay 
Shaw, which was based on a conspira- 
cy with Oswald. Jim Alcock, who had 
to try the case, was so worried by this 
that he mentioned it to Garrison. 
“ 0h > you can argue it differently in 
court, Garrison said magnanimously 
with a wave of the hand. Details 
didnt concern him. It was the Big 
Picture he was after. 

’Disinformation' 
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Garrison got in way over his head 
when he decided to take on the 
Warren Report. He thought that the 
Ke POrt and its conclusions would 
quickly tade away and disappear with- 
out a trace once he raised his voice 
but he never came close to challenging 
its conclusions. But the show had to 
go on, so to speak, and so Clay Shaw 
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S b S^° trial and prosecuted 
. testimony that was no doubt 
perjured, and eventually acquitted ° 

. After r]lls setback the Warren Com- 
fSSJS" thOUght thin ss over for 

th^ ? Came UP a brand new 
theory. Gamson was a part of the 

S sp K isv senerau > f ££ 

mat ail he had done was discredit 

eTeoT ° f *\ Warren Co ™mssion 
pcfse’ mUSt baVe done so on pur- 

This theory is outlined in innuendo 

” *<*« am ABoSHSk 

aoout the assassination. The foot- 
noted innuendo, until Anson’s book 
came out, had been Mark Lake’s 

but Anson has now also 
mastered the technique. He slys of 
thw Gamson investigation that “never 
before had any authorities taken Lri 

t°h U e S L the - n0ti ° n of a conspiracy in 
> ^j^ation. Tlianks to the &i£ 
be years before rhey'wSi 

the^rwJ A ? SOn ’? conclusion about 
woe G< T mvestl gation was that “it 

The taST® ^ ° f What is in 

tion ’ Truth 006 - tra . de as ‘disinforma- 
fi° . r? th nuxed with half truth 
scrambled with no truth at all The 
purpose of disinformation is to d £ 
iT u , th - it succeeded brilliant- 
A. 1 fn °, eans ' Garrison’s methods 
here so outrageous, his assertions so 
preposterous, that reasonable people 

Answers to February puzzle: 



not only wanted to have nothing to 
do with them, but were repelled by 
the^case which seemed to have started 
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Crying Conspir acy 

take stock of the conspira^ 
theonst s position at this point The 
Warren Commission failed to estab- 
lish, or assert, a conspiracy. By now 
the conspiracy has grown consider^ 
bly, of course, m the eyes of the 

wnM Pira i < l nalists - First there were Os- 
wald and his conspirators, or perhaps 

th/^u (because conspiracy 

theorists have a very sentimental at- 
tachment to the notion that Oswald 

tZ&SFJw ** 1 * a good S5 

oublethink is necessary to support 

bUt needIess to say the 
theorists are up to it). y 

The assassination conspiracy tpo m 

included, if one is to credit AnS 

innuendos, elements of the CIA the 

Mafia, and the Dallas police (thel’atter 

h S \ P !^ how Jack Ruby was able £ 
i Tta- comes M," 

5 no cov ' r - |J P- Connived 

at no doubt, by a goodly number of 

FBI agents, Secret Service agents the 
Ouef of Justice of the United States 
President Ford (who was on the CoS 
mission), hi^i-ranking congressmen 
th^ S ° ° n ' But there>s no problem 

becjmsetfH^ th ® cons Piratoriaiist, 
decause if there was a conspiracy (and 

this really is how these people think) 
and these powerfully placed people 
m . . P 0 ^ out the conspiracy, it 

of?r been because they were a 

Then comes Jim Garrison and a * 
.p St the conspiratorialists all love him 
because he cries Conspiracy' But ulti’ 

rs vxr dUs >*V» t S? 

WmenCornm the truth ’ just as the 

whTh e r C T !° n Was ‘ 1 don>t k now 
hether this charge has yet been 

made but I can see how it might be 

considering that Gamson interrogated 

Manna Oswald, Ruth Paine John 

Rene Heindel, and other key witnesses 
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in r/?e secrecy of the Grand Jury , and 
their testimony has never been made 
public. Grand Jury testimony is secret 
to protect innocent parties, of course, 
but why did Garrison have to choose a 
secret forum in which to conduct 
what may well have been the most 
important part of his investigation? I 
hereby invite Mark Lane and Robert 
Sam Anson to look into the matter. 

So the conspiracy is enlarged. It 
includes now Garrison, his staff, and 
Anson further implies, some Mafia 
henchmen who were no doubt mes- 
sengers in this between the CIA and 
their puppet, Garrison. 

And don’t forget. the news media! 
They’ie a part of it, too. At the time 
of Garrison’s investigation, and since, 
several news organizations spent enor- 
mous sums of money, and endless 
man hours, on the Kennedy assassina- 
tion. CBS, NBC, and The New York 
Times spent a small fortune, but they 
didn t come up with a damn thing. 
They’re a part of it, too. Not the 
valiant little reporters, mind you, not 
the Peter Kihsses of this world, whom 
Garrison once described to me as a 
New York Times reporter who was 
‘chained up in the basement,” but the 
big boys, the executive heavy-weights, 
the Harrison Saiisburys and the Paleys 
and the Luces— God, didn’t you know 
they were part of it, friendly with the 
Rockefellers, giving their underlings 
enouch rope here and there to create 
the illusion of freedom, but ready to 
pull theorems in tight whenever it 
looked as though the lads (in their 
naive enthusiasm for “digging” into a 
story) were getting too close to the 
truth. So the media barons, the cap- 
tains of industry, they were all clearly 
a part of the conspiracy. 

Then came the Rockefeller Com- 
mission to investigate the CIA, which 
would also investigate “possible CIA 
involvement in the assassination of 
President Kennedy.” Not much 
chance of anything here, of course. 
For one thing. Nelson Rockefeller was 
no doubt a part of it all, in the view of 
many conspiratorialists, who often 
tend to view the world as a huge, 
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untidy cobweb of relationships, with a 
Rockefeller sitting at the “nerve cen- 
ter of the cobweb. And David Belin, 
a former staff lawyer for the Warren 
Commission, was counsel to the Rock- 
efeller Commission. How could you 
expect anyone to accept that? 

So the conspiracy continued, and 
grew larger. Now comes the new 
congressional investigation by Senator 
Richard F . Schweiker of Pennsylvania, 




who heads a subcommittee of Senator 
Frank Church’s Select Committee to 
investigate intelligence activities. The 
Schweiker investigation is still contin- 
uing, and one eagerly awaits its con- 
clusions (with, admittedly, a certain 
sense of premonition as to their fate). 

Actually, I have a fellow-feeling for 
Schweiker, as I am sure Jim Garrison 
must also. One day I even felt suffi- 
ciently curious about his investigation 




